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But there is one new element in the Fourth Republic,
disguised by this array of striking similarities. It is the nature
and organization of the political parties. In 1946 there was
considerable discussion of the new situation created by a
'tripartite' division of the parliamentary majority between
Communists, Socialists and M.R.P.—all parties of the Left.
They were described as 'monolithic parties', in the sense that
compared with the bewildering multitude of splintered and
fluctuating electoral and parliamentary groups of the Third
Republic, these were large, stable, disciplined and well organ-
ized machines. That impression was very much exaggerated.
By 1951, the centre of gravity of power in the National Assembly
had shifted fairly steadily towards the right, as witness the
succession to Socialist Premiers like Blum and Ramadier of
M.R.P. and Radical Premiers like Schuman and Bidault,
Marie and Queuille. In 1952 this drift to the Right was
further emphasized by the succession of M. Edgar Faure and
M. Antoine Pinay. The power of the Communists was largely
counter-balanced by the rapid growth of the new Gaullist
movement, the Rassemblement du Peuple frangais (R.P.F.) on the
extreme Right. 'Monolithic' structure became the monopoly
of the two extremes, and with the decline in strength of the
Socialists and the M.R.P., and the rise in power of the Radicals,
Independents and smaller groups, the party spectrum soon
lost the deceptive simplicity of 1946 and developed its more
familiar half-tones and subtler nuances.1 In the second National
Assembly, elected in June 1951, there was a hexagonal shape
of parties, with Communists and Socialists on the Left, M.R.P.
and Radicals in the Centre, and Conservatives and R.P.F. on
the Right. So here, too, there was a remarkable reversion to
type, although the actual parties and what they stood for were
so often very different from those of the pre-war years.
The only substantial novelty which remained, by 1952, in
the party system of the Fourth Republic was the subservience
of the parliamentary representatives, and even of ministers, to
1 This tendency to splinter was partly offset, for electoral purposes,
by the system of apparentements (or alliances) encouraged amongst
smaller groups by the new electoral law passed in May 1951.

